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Saving face? 

There was something very peculiar 
about the so-called ‘Mayaguez incident’ of 
last month, in which an American merchant 
ship of that name was seized and held for a 
few days by the Cambodians, then recap- 
tured by a force of U.S. Marines. 

America had just suffered the most 
catastrophic international defeat by way of 
the Communist take-over of South Vietnam. 
Not only was her prestige in the world at a 
new low, so also was the prestige of the U.S. 
Government within America. 

The schemes of the present world- 
planners require that, while America does 
nothing really effective to hinder the march 
of communism, her image as the number-one 
bastion of anti-communism and ‘freedom’ be 
preserved — not only internationally but 
within America itself. While the U.S. estab- 
lishment, dominated by the pro-red Council 
for Foreign Relations, works secretly for the 
setting up of the communist-inspired World 
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State, it must never do so at such a pace that 
it too far alienates public opinion in its own 
country and destroys the illusion that the 
‘free world’ can look to America for its pro- 
tection. Were these things to happen, there 
could be a massive revolt from the Right 
within America which could threaten the 
entire foundations of the establishment 
there, and/or an upsurge of nationalism and 
the spirit of self-reliance in the other 
countries of the non-communist world. 

While the communist victory in Indo- 
China has been fully in accordance with the 
world-planners’ overall strategy, it has 
created for the moment a tactical embarrass- 
ment through having enormously reduced 
the prestige of one of their main allies and 
instruments. 

Certainly, something was required to 
correct this state of affairs, i.e. to restore the 
standing of America in the ‘free world’ and 
of the U.S. Government within America. 

What better than a contrived ‘incident’, 
similar to the missiles in Cuba of over a 
decade ago, which would enable the US. 
Government to emerge with a ‘victory’ 
which would salvage its image and divert the 
attention of the world from a much bigger 
and more fundamental defeat? 

Whether the capture of the Mayaguez, 
and its subsequent recapture, were intended 
as such an ‘incident’ or not, the affair 
certainly did not seem to fit any other 
logical purpose, and it equally certainly pro- 
vided the cue for the press to engage in a 
new orgy of pro-American adulation. The 
Daily Express, as might have been relied 
upon, gave the lead the day after the rescue 
operation with the headline, ““Who’s got the 
last laugh now?’ followed by the sub- 
headline “The moment Ford tasted victory 
and America regained its pride.” 

The Economist, on the other hand, 
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not written for an unthinking mass reader- 
ship took a more sober view: “. . . that small 
American victory,” it said, “... was greeted 
on both sides of the Atlantic with an over- 
blown exhilaration that reveals more about 
the state of mind of anxious Americans and 
Europeans than about the balance of power 
in the Gulf of Siam.” 

Though we do not generally share the 
political outlook of The Economist, we are 
in no doubt that its assessment of this affair 
is closer to reality than that of the Beaver- 
brook press. 


Defenceless Europe 


It was no doubt in anticipation of 
European leaders’ apprehension about 
America’s will to stand by her allies, stim- 
ulated by the sell-out in Vietnam, that 
President Ford crossed the Atlantic recently 
to re-affirm his country’s pledge to defend 
Europe in the event of a Soviet attack. This 
visit was accompanied by much speculation 
by the media on how far our countries this 
side of the water could depend on the 
President’s word. 

What seems to be lost sight of is the 
near incredibility of the situation in which 
we now live in the second half of the 20th 
Century, whereby the combined powers of 
Western and Central Europe have to even 
question whether they can defend them- 
selves unaided against an attack from the 
East. At any other stage of history such a 
question would have been regarded as laugh- 
able. Either Britain, Germany or France 
alone were powers of at least equal rank to 
Russia. Only just over 30 years ago Germany 


Dutch soldiers of NATO hardly likely to 
strike terror into their Eastern adversary. 


nearly knocked Russia out — with a large 
part of German forces employed in other 
theatres of war and with German industrial 
cities under almost nightly bombardment by 
the air forces of Russia’s allies, while those 
allies were simultaneously required to pro- 
vide a huge part of Russia’s armament. 

Today the European nations West of 
the Iron Curtain are roughly comparable in 
total population to those East of it, while 
they are far superior in industrial and tech- 


~ nological development and in output per 
~ worker. 


If therefore Western Europe cannot do 


other than shiver in fear at the prospect of 
facing its Eastern adversary without its 
American nursemaid present on the spot to 
hold its hand, one can only make two 
comments. 

One is that it doesn’t say much for the 
degree of power and cohesion that we are 
told has been given to Western Europe by 
the Common Market. 

The other is that Western Europe, or 
rather the Western European nations, must 
have become effete. 

Certainly the latter supposition is sup- 
ported by the fact that, with a greatly higher 
G.N.P., Western Europe is well outnumbered 
in tanks, guns, ships and aircraft by the 
nations of the Warsaw Pact — indicating that 
it is too weak in political will to spend 
adequate money on its own defence, while 
its adversary is not. 

The supposition is also probably sup- 
ported by the state of discipline, training 
and morale of many of the young men who 
would be called upon to defend Western 
Europe in the event of its being attacked. 
Reared in a ‘liberal’ environment in which 
they are continually pampered, starved of 
patriotism and made to think only of their 
‘rights’, much of the youth of Western 
Europe today present a sorry picture in com- 
parison with their communist counterparts. 

If in the last analysis Western Europe 
is attacked by the Soviets and goes down in 
defeat without America coming to its aid, 
we will not have cause to complain to 
America; we will have cause only to blame 
the softness, decadence and lack of will to 
survive of our own Western European 
nations. It will not become us to lament that 
we will thenceforth have to live under a 
communist system and way of life — for our 
own system and way of life have proved by 
its defeat its inadequacy and inferiority. 
Training in _ 
wrong vocations 

One of the factors in Britain’s indus- 
trial backwardness least discussed by eco- 
nomic analysts is the appalling shortage of 
trained technicians now entering industry 
from the universities, in comparison with 
our industrial rivals abroad. 

This was highlighted recently by Lord 
Crowther Hunt, Minister of State with 
responsibility for higher education, at the 
annual conference of the Association of 
Teachers in Technical Institutions, held in 
Scarborough. 

Lord Crowther Hunt said that the 
polytechnics are providing more and more 
places in social science subjects, while tech- 
nology and_ science laboratories lack 
customers. 

He questioned the whole. laissez faire 
system by which students made their own 
choice of what further education they would 
seek while still at school and on the whole 
too young to make this choice responsibly. 
The result was a woeful maladjustment of 
the supply of graduates to the demands of 


the society into which they entered. 

This magazine has for a long time con- 
demned the excessive encouragement given 
to would-be students to take up the 
notorious non-subject of ‘Social Science’, a 
mere form of academic marxism and a 
training in subversion. We applaud the stand 
taken by Lord Crowther Hunt against the 
slap-happy streaming of students into places 
of further education, and we particularly 
support any drive to increase the number of 
students taking up technical subjects. Neither 
‘social scientists’ nor classicists, but well 
trained technicians and engineers, are what 
Britain desperately needs for survival in the 
modern world. 


Judge who spoke the truth 


What a ridiculous furore greeted the 
remarks of Judge Gwyn Morris about 
coloured muggers in South London! 

Judge Morris was only stating what 
every police officer in the area knows to be 
true, that the vast majority of muggings were 
carried out by coloured youths. 

Yet from left-wing politicians and 
‘community workers’ came cries of “‘ignor- 
ance” and “inciting racial hatred’. It would 
appear, from those who accuse the judge of 
ignorance in the matter, that they know 
more about the breakdown of crime statistics 
than the courts or the police! 

What in fact did the Judge say? 
Speaking of Brixton and Clapham areas, he 
said: “Within memory these areas were 
peaceful, safe and agreeable to live in. But 
the immigrant resettlement which has 
occurred in the past 25 years has radically 
transformed that environment.” 

Not only is there not a police officer 
in the area who does not know this to be a 
fact, there is hardly an informed citizen, 
black or white, who does not know it either. 

Judge Morris has done a real service to 
South London, and to the country as a 
whole, by his outspokenness on this vital 
topic. The wrath and the hysteria that he has 
aroused on the political left is the surest sign 
that he deserves the gratitude of ordinary 
people. 


More black births 


Spearhead stands almost alone among 
political and current affairs journals in con- 
demning population madness in the Western 
World whereby white people are being 
pressued from all sides, and particularly 
from the top, to have small families, while 
the population of the coloured world is 
bursting at the seams. 

Fresh statistics supplied from the 
Registrar General for England and Wales 
only strengthen our argument. The statistics 
show that the percentage of coloured babies 
born in Britain has gone up considerably 
since 1970. Taking a few areas at random, 
the figures given are: up 11.1 to 11.6 per- 
cent in the West Yorkshire conurbation; up 
16.1 to 17.5 in the West Midlands; up 17.1 
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to 17.8 in Greater London. 

Taking into account mothers from the 
Irish Republic, it is now a fact that nearly 
one in three children born in London 
entered a family whose mother was born 
somewhere outside the United Kingdom. 
This fails of course to include children born 
to young coloured mothers who were them- 
selves born in this country of immigrant 
parents. 

In some parts of London the tendencies 
are truly frightening. In Brent, for example, 
the proportion of babies born to mothers 
from the new Commonwealth has for the 
past four years been running at around 34.5 
per-cent. Again this excludes coloured 
mothers born in the U.K. 

Similar figures for other boroughs are: 
Ealing 31 per-cent; Hackney 31.5 per-cent; 
Hammersmith 21 per-cent; Haringey 35 per- 
cent; Islington 26 per-cent; Lambeth 22 per- 
cent; Newham 30 per-cent; Southwark 20 
per-cent; Tower Hamlets 25 per-cent; Wands- 
worth 26 per-cent and Waltham Forest 21 
per-cent. 

Similar trends are shown in Birming- 
ham, Blackburn, Bradford, Dewsbury, 
Huddersfield, Leicester, Warley and Wolver- 
hampton. 

Of course there are many people in 
high places who would be delighted to see 
this process continue, with the result that 
Britain will be progressively negrified with 
each decade that passes. There are many in 
those high places who are actively promoting 
that very thing. 

If one day these people receive the 
penalty that Britain has traditionally meted 
out to those who commit the crime of 
Treason, it will not be one iota more than 
they deserve. 
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EUROPE: THE FIGHT TO 
GET OUT GOES ON 


THE FIGHT TO GET BRITAIN OUT 
OF EUROPE GOES ON, NOTWITH- 
STANDING THE YES VOTE ON 
JUNE Sth. 

That is the position of our journal. 
That, we know, is the position of the 
National Front. The decision to take Britain 
into the Common Market was wrong and 
remains wrong. In 2% years Britain has fared 
disastrously as a result of the Market. These 
facts are not altered by the result of a 
referendum, whichever way it goes. 

So far as the referendum is con- 
cerned, the odds were loaded in favour of 
the pro-Marketeers right from the start. 
They had the entire national press and the 
greater part of the political establishment on 
their side. All the massed weight of big 
money and vested interest was placed into 
making their campaign one of much greater 
impact than that of the anti-Marketeers. 

Right from the beginning of the cam- 
paign, the pro-Marketeers did not rely on 
factual argument to convince the British 
people. They depended on their ability to 
whip up an atmosphere of hysteria, stimu- 
lated by fear. They employed two stock 
lines of approach:— 

(a) They spoke about the ‘awful con- 
sequences’ of Britain coming out 
of the Market. They did not say 
how these consequences would 
be awful, least of all did they 
state how they would be more 
awful than the consequences, 
already proven, of staying in. They 
did not need to. When an atmos- 
phere of hysteria and fright pre- 
vails, people are not interested in 
factual arguments. _ 

(b) They raised a downright red- 
herring by shouting about the 
‘extreme’ left-wing views of some 
of the- anti-Marketeers. They 
seized upon other issues, in no way 

remotely connected with the 
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CONSPIRACY 


Again, pro-Marketeers have mounted a 
massive campaign of distortion and exaggera- 
tion aimed at demonstrating that, while 
nothing but good can come from staying in the 

EEC, the most terrible fate will befall the British 
people if they should be “misguided” enough to 
elect to withdraw. Here are some examples of 
these fictions, along with the related facts. 

What makes the widespread use of such 
misrepresentations, exaggerations and sheer 
untruths so significant is that most of the 
people who are perpetrating them are well 
aware that this is what they are. 

How is this extraordinary situation to be 
explained? Part of the answer no doubt lies in 
the fact that the belief that elitism — and 
Parliamentary elitism in particular — should 
always have the last say dies hard. But other 
very powerful factors are clearly also at work. 
And while one hesitates to use the word 
conspiracy, it is inescapable that those who see 
themselves as having a vested interest in 
Britain’s continuing involvement in the Com- 
mon Market are bending all their efforts in 
concert to seeing that their wish is satisfied 
without much regard to moral and ethical 
considerations. In short, if this is not a 
conspiracy it is a very good imitation of one. 


C. Gordon Tether in The Spectator 


Common Market, over which some 
of the anti-Marketeers had made 
themselves unpopular, and attemp- 
ted to confuse them with the issue 
of the, Common Market. They said. 
downright dishonestly, “If you 
vote- against the Market, you’re 
voting to be ruled by Tony Benn, 
Michael Foot and Jack Jones.” A 
great part of the public fell for 
this. 

Apart from these factors, one of the 
biggest causes of the massive defeat of the 
anti-Marketeers was the feebleness of the 
official ‘Referendum Campaign’ — of many 
of its arguments and many of its leading 
figures. 

Quite a short time ago opinion polls 
showed a massive majority against the Com- 
mon Market. Since that time many of the 
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THINK IN OCEANS, 
ACT BRITISH 


harmful results of our being in the Market 
have been brought home to the British 
people. So for the pro-Marketeers to win 
the referendum so resoundingly the anti- 
Marketeers were required to really ‘fluff it’ 
in a big way. They did. 

Certainly, the ‘pro’ side did not win 
because of any great enthusiasm for Europe. 
They won because the man in the street was 
persuaded that we had to remain in, as there 
was “nothing much else that we could do.” 
For this state of affairs the anti-Marketeers 
were entirely to blame. 

Right from the start the so-called 
‘Referendum Campaign’ ensured that it 
would dilute and enfeeble its ranks by its 
decision to have nothing to do with the 
National Front and to eschew any support 
that the NF could give to its fight. Instead of 
accepting the help of trained and seasoned 
anti-Market campaigners from the NF, it 
relied upon a motley collection of Johnny- 
come-Latelys who made, for the most part, 
hardly any impression on the public at all, 
either with the strength of their personal- 
ities or the power of the arguments. 


Well, now the battle has been lost — 
but the war is not lost. It will continue with 
greater vigour than ever. There will be fresh 
battles in the future, as the woeful effects of 
the Market are increasingly made apparent 
to the nation. 

The National Front will be in the fore- 
front of those battles and will eventually be 
called upon by the nation to lead the anti- 
Market forces. When all the little oppor- 
tunists of the old parties have drifted away, 
realising that for the time being there’s 
nothing in it for them to continue to take an 
anti-Market position, we shall still be there 
fighting — as we have done from the 
beginning. 

And because we have the will, the 
determination and the greater awareness of 
what the Market struggle is about we shall 
win in the end! 


ONE N.F. MAN’S 
PROTEST 


National Front member 
Andrew Fountaine made 
his contribution to the 
anti-Common Market cam- 
paign by erecting this large 
3-piece poster at the gates 
of his home, Narford Hall 
in Norfolk. It almost 
stopped the traffic. 


Shocking—they actually 
tried to get into their 
own meeting! 


An incident of unpardonable brutality and thuggery was committed by the National 
Front at Oxford during the Common Market Referendum campaign. 

They actually tried to get into their own meeting! 

The NF had heard several days before that a crowd of left-wingers, hundreds strong, 
were going to be outside the meeting hall attempting to prevent people from entering and 
aiming to physically stop the meeting from taking place. 

It would of course have been the respectable, ‘moderate’ thing to do to call the 
meeting off and concede victory to the left-wingers. Not being a respectable or moderate 
organisation, however, the NF, most unreasonably, took the view that it would go ahead 
with its meeting and, if necessary, ensure that it mustered enough strength on the occasion 
to guarantee its members’ entry into the hall. 

With this in view, a bus-load of 50 men left London for Oxford. When they arrived in 
the old university city they found, as expected, a left-wing mob of about 600-700 blocking 
the way into the meeting hall. 
Both NF members and mem- 
bers of the public were being 
prevented from entering. 

With unspeakable fascist 
brutality, the 50-strong NF 
contingent forced a way 
through the mob of 600-700, 
thus ensuring a path into the 
hall and the safe conduct of 
the meeting. Afterwards two 
gentlemen of the Left, pic- 
tured here, made their own 
protest to the press about this 
unwarranted and _~ shocking 
attitude on the part of the 
NF. We reprint the report. 


NEIL WHITEHEAD, a 19-year-old first 
year Balliol student, claimed yesterday 
that an. eight-strong contingent of the 
National Front ‘‘Honour Guard” beat 
him up, knocked him to the ground and 
kicked him unconscious. 

And another Balliol student, Paul 
Tajfel (20), said the same _ thugs 
punched and battered him in the face 
and head. 

Both incidents took place on Monday in Broad 
Street, Oxford, after National Front supporters 
and Anti-Fascist sympathisers had clashed 
outside the town hall. Inside, the National front 
were attempting to hold a. public meeting on the 
Common Market. 

Outside, about 600 to 700 demonstrators were 
trying to stop them. 

The attacks have pro- 
- voked a bitter reaction 
\)from the leaders of the 
@ Anti-Fascist campaign 


stration afterwards had 
beerinadequate-and had 
failed to reflect clearly 
the events of Monday. 


and their chairman, Mr 


= Tony Homer, said: it 
showed the true nature of. 


the Front as a “brutal 


fascist organisation.” 


“I repeatedly warned 
that the National Front 
would bring their ‘Honour 
Guard’ to Oxford and 
subsequent events have 


@, proved me right,” he 


said. “It is quite clear 
these characters mean 
usiness.”’ 

Following a public rally 
which took place after 


.the demonstration, Mr 
| Homer urged the large 


rowd in St Giles to move 
way in groups to avoid 


& such confrontations. 


Mr Homer said media‘ 


= coverage of the demon- 


“It, alarms us that 
brutal assaults were 
made upon the generally 
powerful demonstration 
by the Front Honour 
Guard,” he said. They 
were nothing more than 
thugs who later roamed 
the streets of the city at 
will beating up anti- 
fascist demonstrators. 

“Various witnesses can 
testify that these people 


were armed with a 
vicious assortment of 
offensive weapons. A 


bill-hook dropped by one 
of them was passed into 
police custody: one was 
seen wielding a bicycle 
chain.”’ 


(NF stands in 


Woolwich West 


Ruth Robinson, a housewife and long 
standing worker for the National Front, was 
NF candidate in the West Woolwich by- 
election taking place on June 26th. 

Mrs. Robinson, pictured above 
between her husband and elder son, has lived 
most of her life close to the area where she 
was standing. She joined the NF in 1967. 
Before this, she was an active member of 
the Conservatives and has now for some 
time been one of the most active members 
of the NF Greenwich Branch. 

Mrs. Robinson is a member of the 
Committee of the Mottingham Residents’ 
Association and, until the start of her elec- 
tion campaign, was a member of the Com- 
mittee set up to defend Colf’s Grammar 
School from the comprehensive axe. Her 
husband, John, is a factory manager for an 
electronics firm in nearby Crayford. They 
have two sons. 

At the time of our going to press the 
result of the election is not known. 


Read Britain First 


Read Britain First, published in support 
of the National Front. Monthly. Six 
pages. Newspaper-style. Subscription for 
12 issues: £2. Reduced rates for bulk 
supplies given on request. Send 10%p for 
sample copy now. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
founded by 
A. K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
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Wail of fear 


from the Left 


THERE could be no greater compliment to 
the National Front than the way in which, 
over the last two or three years, the antho- 
logy of left-wing, anti-NF literature has 
developed from small, tattily duplicated 
broadsheets to a range of quite sophis- 
ticated, well-printed booklets — shortly to 
be augmented by a large book, now being 
written by an anti-NF reporter on the staff of 
The Guardian and likely to appear promi- 
nently in all the main review columns. 

A booklet which caught my notice 
recently was Fascism (sic) — how to smash 
it, selling at 10p and published by the Inter- 
national Marxist Group. If ever a work of 
such size revealed as much of the state of the 
left-wing mind, I have yet to see it. The 
booklet really is a gem of involuntary satire 
by the Left against itself — made all the 
more hilarious by the solemnity of intent 
with which the author tackles his subject. At 
the same time it might be regarded as a 
grudging tribute. to the potency of the NF, 
not only by reason of the expense obviously 
involved in the printing of it but also in the 
way in which it sullenly acknowledges how 
far developed is the NF technique for 
fighting the Left on its own traditional 
ground. Finally, it represents one or two 
warnings of which we would be well advised 
to take heed. 

Speaking of orthodox left-wing op- 
position to the NF, the author states: 

“|. . its weakness lies in the fact that 
the Front does not conform to the image of 
a band of jack-booted Nazi stormtroopers. 
Rather, many ‘people are taken by surprise 
by its ‘Britishness’. Worse, many workers 
who hate ‘fascism’ find that the policies of 
the Front correspond rather closely with 
many of their own prejudices. There is there- 
fore the danger that the movement against 
the National Front could founder on its own 
political weaknesses.” 

Earlier, the author begins the booklet 
by making an observation somewhat more 
intelligent and factual than one has come to 
expect from standard textbooks of the Left. 
“The class struggle under capitalism,” he 
states, “isn’t a two-sided process — workers 
versus capitalists. There are many people 
who fall into neither of these two classes: 
these include small capitalists, farmers, shop- 
keepers, artisans, self-employed people, 
managers, students, military men, bureau- 
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crats and people who live off stocks, shares 
and savings. These groups are constantly 
driven into debt, bankruptcy or ruin by 
capitalism . . . the antagonism between these 
groups and big capital is only latent so long 
as capitalism -is relatively stable . . . Once 
capitalism runs into difficulties, the alle- 
giance of these groups can change.” 


V ULNERABLE 


What clearly worries the author is that 
at such a point the groups he describes, 
instead of being won over to “socialist revo- 
lution”, may be vulnerable to the appeal of a 
nationalist mass movement making use of 
anti-capitalist grievances and employing anti- 
capitalist rhetoric thought to be the ex- 
clusive preserve of the Left. His worry is 
that a movement like the National Front, by 
taking a popular position in these fields, 
makes it impossible for the Left to place it 
in the usual convenient bracket of reaction 
and vested interest reserved for those of 
whom the Left disapproves. “The fascists,” 
he says, “will build a movement of militant 
nationalist revival, on the basis that foreign 
capital and finance capital, rather than just 
capitalism, is the source of the problem.” 

The Left, of course, will never forgive 
nationalists (in left-wing translation read 
‘fascists’) for destroying its neat and sim- 
plistic picture of all free-enterprise forces 
lumped together under a single and indivi- 
sible ‘capitalist’ label. Perhaps any other con- 
cept demands from the left rank and file a 
degree of mental exertion of which most of 
them are not capable! 

“Fascism,” the author warns, “‘is 
capable of winning large numbers of workers 
to a mass movement of this kind because of 
its apparent anti-capitalist radicalism. If the 
traditional workers’ organisations prove in- 
capable of overthrowing capitalism in the 
midst of economic disaster, many workers 
will desert them for movements which offer 
other ‘solutions’. This is especially the case if 
racism, national chauvinism and faith in im- 
perialism have grown unchallenged among 
workers.” 

Here translation is again necessary. 
When the Left refers to “workers’ organis- 
ations”, it means of course nothing of the 
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INTERNATIONAL MARXIST GROUP 


sort. There never has been a left-wing 
organisation of any really effective political 
significance that was truly a workers’ organis- 
ation; there have only been left-wing organis- 
ations controlled and led by university 
intellectuals of mainly middle class origin 
that have used workers as their political 
cannon-fodder in order to win and retain 
power. 


THE SAME SWINDLE 


What the author really means is. that 
when the final collapse of the international 
financial capitalist (shortened by him to just 
read ‘capitalist’) system comes about, left- 
wingers must be organised and ready to 
impose upon the workers their own alter- 
native internationalist system (in fact the 
same swindle in a different guise) because 
otherwise those workers are likely to follow 
others who advocate policies of nationalism, 
patriotism and national unity — and that just 
wouldn’t do! 

About mid-way through the booklet, 
the author seems to sense that his arguments 
are hanging on a rather weak thread. He has 
at the beginning stated to his readers that 
‘fascism’ (i.e. nationalism) is not “just 
around the corner,” and that they should 
not confuse with ‘fascism’ the more immedi- 
ate bogies of the Left, such as the Industrial 
Relations Act, which he identifies as part of 
the “strong state” apparatus — “the main 
enemy facing the workers’ movement 
today.” He then goes on to analyse the 


potency of the ‘fascist’ threat that he has 
dismissed as not imminent — at least in 
Britain. 

Realising his contradiction, he puts to 


himself an imaginary question: why then is. 


he concerned foremost about a ‘fascist’ 
threat and not about the more immediate 
threat from the existing establishment and 
state? 


INHERENT WEAKNESSES 


He answers his own question by an 
analysis of the inherent weaknesses of the 
current establishment and state in respect of 
its capacity to deal with the threat from the 
Left, and in this analysis stumbles on a few 
truths that should be of undoubted interest 
to us in the NF. His message is that, 
although the present state expresses its 
intent in unpleasant manifestations that 
should be opposed, the weaknesses which he 
pinpoints place a certain limitation on its 
ultimate potency. The weaknesses consist 
mainly of its inability to win over any signi- 
ficant section of the working class to its side. 
Speaking of “repressive” state laws, he says 
“Such moves could only be successful, given 
the working class is so organisationally 
strong, if as well as inflicting an organisa- 
tional defeat a section of workers can be 
won over through their political weaknesses 
to passive, or better active, support.” 

It is clearly the potential ability of the 
NF to win such support that worries the 
author out of his wits. “ . . . The Fascists,” 
he says, “don’t just exercise violence against 
sections of the masses (sic!), they reorganise 
the masses — using the methods of agitation, 
organisation and struggle traditional to the 
masses themselves.” 

He then goes on to list numerous 
popular issues upon which the NF has been 
successful in organising these very masses 
who, quite clearly in his view, should only 
be organised by the Left. By the time he has 
finished he has worked himself up into a 
veritable frenzy of leftist rhetoric. Throwing 
all rational argument to the winds, he yells: 

“This dialectic operates in every single 
issue the Front takes up, including questions 
connected with the bourgeois family. The 
Front is active in the Society for the Protec- 
tion of the Unborn Child which campaigns 
against abortion and contraception. As an 
organisation with an ideology of bourgeois 
militarism, the Front sees itself as a protec- 
tor of the family, the wife taking care of the 
home while the husband fights for ‘his 
country’. The liberation of women from 
hearth and home and the liberation of 
sexuality are violently opposed by the Front. 
Gay people in particular, whose sexuality is 
not linked to the production of children (for 
the workforce and for the ‘race’) have much 
to fear from fascists. Like all bourgeois mili- 
tarist institutions, the Fascists will persecute 
gay people outside their organisations while 
providing a home inside their organisation 


for gays driven by their oppression or 
extreme male chauvinism and hatred of 
women. In all this the Front can make its 
own special contribution — the direct policing 
of repressive censorship laws, physical 
assault on gay people and so on.” 

After such a magnificent flow of 
words, what can I, as a bourgeois militarist, 
say but simply — phew! 

How can the menace which the author 
is so concerned about be stopped? Yes, you 
have guessed it — only by force. 

“Tt is,” he says, “precisely because the 
fascists do use traditional methods to project 
themselves as an organisation, that the fight 
to give them no platform is so important.” 

Which, translated, means, “Here is a 
movement of the Right which, by its con- 
siderable popular appeal and its logical 
solutions to workers’ problems, will, if 
allowed, present to the workers a case‘against 
which there is no answer on our (the Left) 
side. Against us, it will win the day on a 
platform of free debate. Therefore it must 
not be allowed that platform. It must be 
physically prevented from using it.” 

To the protestation that this would be 
a denial of free speech, the author contemp- 
tuously proclaims: “The real debate about 
free speech really revolves around the content 
of what is said and who is saying it.” One 
couldn’t put it plainer than that! 

As to exactly how physical force is to 
be used against the NF, this provides an 
interesting study in its own right. Equally 
interesting is the matter of how the author 
sees the tactics that he advocates working 
out. 


STOP N.F. FUNCTIONS 


“The essential aim,” he states, “must be 
to stop the major propaganda functions of 
the Front — marches, meetings and demon- 
strations. It is on these activities that the 
cycle of growth of the Front depends. 
Stopping these will break the back of its 
development, for it is on these things that the 
morale of the bulk of NF members depends.” 

After this little gem of psychology, the 
author considers the police position, and 
here totally contradicts his “strong state” 
arguments earlier on. After proposing that 
NF marches should be stopped by the 
placing of mass pickets along the route, he 
says: 

“Of course there are never any guaran- 
tees that the police will not attack mass 
pickets. However, it is important to bear in 
mind that the police do not take decisions 
on the basis of the law. If they did that, they 
would be arresting people all the time. They 
take decisions on the basis of the relation of 
forces — both in the physical and the 
political sense. If counter-demonstrators to 
the fascists are sufficiently numerous, suf- 
ficiently organised for self-defence purposes, 
and the overall political climate is one of 
intense and growing opposition to the 


National Front, the police will soon find 
themselves unable to attack pickets without 
paying a really heavy political and physical 
price.” 

The message could hardly be clearer 
than this. A weak and flabby state (which is 
what the British state is today in reality, 
whatever the IMG may say to the contrary) 
will rather see law and order break down 
than deploy police in sufficient force and 
with sufficient equipment to uphold it. This 
is the Left’s opportunity. It can contemp- 
tuously flout the law and stands in danger of 
being stopped, not on the strength of 
legality or illegality, right or wrong, but only 
providing that its forces are sufficiently 
small, and those of the police sufficiently 
large, to give the latter enough of an advan- 
tage to be sure of keeping order with the 
namby pamby methods that the state will 
allow them to employ. That thisis more than 
just idle speculation can be borne out by 
those who were at an NF election meeting at 
Hackney in October 1974. There a red mob 
had occupied the hall in which the meeting 
was to be held. The police were not present 
in sufficient strength to remove them, nor 
would they let the NF members present do 
the job themselves. The reds stayed in the 
hall, and law and order and free speech took 
a resounding defeat. 


LAW MAY LOOK OTHER WAY 


The author has correctly and shrewdly 
assessed the opportunities that lie open to 
the powers of red insurrection and violence 
in a climate of state liberalism. If upholding 
the law is likely to be a tough undertaking, 
the law will just look the other way. 

If ever the Left underlined the need in 
Britain for a government of the National 
Front, it does so here. 

We must note that the author believes 
not only that physical factors will deter 
police action against those who try to stop 
NF marches but that political factors will 
too. The words “ .. . and the overall political 
climate is one of intense and growing oppos- 
ition to the National Front . . .” seem preg- 
nant with hidden meaning. Is the author 
sufficiently “on the inside” of things to 
know that “certain powers” will prevail over 
the state “at the right moment” to put 
pressure upon the police not to halt red 
violence against the NF? He would no doubt 
deny this, but would in that case be hard put 
to give another explanation for his words. 

For our part, we must at least acknow- 
ledge this: we cannot say that we haven’t 
been warned. We can be sure that our survival 
as a political movement rests in the final 
analysis, not upon the good offices of the 
police — who, whatever their good inten- 
tions, ultimately take their orders from 
above, but upon our own ability to defend at 
all times and with all necessary means our 
democratic right to speak, march and demon- 
strate in our own country. 
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FOR the last year I have been a teacher at 
Tulse Hill Comprehensive. This school in 
South London has made newspaper head- 
lines several times in recent years with 
reports of violence and race tension. For all 
this special press attention, I have been in- 
formed by other experienced teachers that 
Tulse Hill is typical of many schools in the 
Inner London Area. At Tulse Hill more than 
half the pupils are immigrant, and the pro- 
portion amongst the younger children is 
even higher; and this school is typical. 

When I entered the school there was 
much that angered me. “Black is Power” and 
other such slogans were written large on the 
walls and corridors, and were allowed to 
remain. There were also posters supporting 
‘Revolution and Black Power. Last summer 
the Communists organised a march through 
London in support of F.R.E.L.I.M.O. — the 
African terrorist organisation fighting the 
Portuguese. This march was advertised in the 
school by posters that depicted a grinning 
negro armed with a machine gun and a neck- 
lace of hand grenades. I was appalled that 
the Communists could so openly present 
such horrific propaganda in schools. Was the 
intention that the immigrant children should 
identify with this display of armed Black 
Power, and that the British children should 
be subdued by it? 

Between the children there is for the 
most part a natural segregation. The white 
children keep to themselves, and similarly 
the children of the different coloured 
nations and races at the school group to- 
gether. All their belongings, coats and books 
the children must carry with them, for other- 
wise they will be stolen. The pupils’ desks 
are all empty, the doors are locked, some 
double-locked, because everything not 
guarded is stolen. For all-such offences: the 
punishments are minimal. There is no cor- 
poral punishment, no short sharp pain that 
sets a limit to the unacceptable. There can 
be no formal school detention because the 
boys will not attend. 


SPEARHEAD FUND RE-OPENED 


At the beginning of this year we told our 
readers that we hoped that it would be possible to 
get through the year without appealing to them 
for any extra financial support. 

Unfortunately, we now find that this is 
necessary. 

We have suffered some financial loss as a 
result of copies of the May issue being printed on 
the assumption that branches of the National 
Front would take and pay for their usual supply. 
On an instruction from NF Headquarters arising 
out of its opposition to our Constitutional Poll 
featured in the issue, some branches have cancelled 
their order for that issue. 

We have also failed to sell anything like the 
hoped for number of our Special Anti-Common 
Market issue, printed in April. Response to our 
appeal to buy these was, frankly, poor — despite 
much praise for the quality of the issue. A lot of 
people were unprepared to back up their verbal 
commendations by dipping into their pockets to 
buy and distribute the issue. We will still try to 
sell this issue, although the main event to which it 
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RICHARD EDMONDS 


Anarchy at 


Tulse Hill 


It would be incorrect to form the im- 
pression that every class is a riot of noise and 
indiscipline. There are some good teachers at 
Tulse Hill, and it is the efforts of these men 
which prevent a total collapse of teaching 
standards and authority. However, the older 
teachers approach retirement and_ the 
younger teachers are finding the conditions 
intolerable. To replace the teachers the Edu- 
cation Authority recruits Asians, or Hippies, 
who drift in wearing jeans and the like. 


LEFTIST INFLUENCE STRONG 


The members of the Teaching pro- 
fession are represented by several different 
unions. The Communist and extreme Left 
influence is strong in the union with the 
most members, the National Union of 
Teachers. The smaller, conservative-minded 
unions attract the more moderate British 
teachers. The take-over of the NUT by ex- 
treme Leftists is made easier by the member- 
ship, which includes most of the foreign and 
Asian teachers together with the white revo- 
lutionaries. The chairman of Tulse Hill NUT 
is an International Socialist; the secretary is 
a member of the Workers’ Revolutionary 
Party. At some branch meetings of Tulse Hill 
NUT more than half those voting are non- 
British — hands raised representing the 
Coloured Commonwealth, Continental 


was geared, the Referendum, is now gone. We 
cannot, however, be sure that we will be very 
successful and we must make our financial plans 
on the assumption that we will end up with a 
large number of unsold copies. 

A third factor which has brought great 
financial difficulty is the more than usually slow 
rate at which bulk-buyers have been paying for 
their copies. We are owed hundreds of pounds for 
these, going back in some cases several months. 
Our suppliers, on the other hand, only give us a 
month’s time to pay. This has created a liquidity 
problem. 

In consequence of these things, we have 
had to re-open the Spearhead Fund and appeal to 
our readers for a sum of £100 to help us through 
this, we hope temporary, crisis. 

At the time of publication various readers 
have between them sent in sums of £26 towards 
this amount. We therefore have still to raise £74. 

All cheques or P.O.s should be made out to 
Spearhead and sent to our usual address. 


Europe and Hippy Revolution. Whether such 
people understand or care for our traditions, 
because the NUT has the most members 
their opinion is taken by the authorities as 
decisive: if they call for a strike, the school 
is shut down. 

The Leftists are very active in the 
school. They sell their newspapers; they 
openly recruit pupils. I myself had not been 
long at the school when, in the staff-room, a 
Leftist approached me and suggested I 
should join his extremist grouping. He was 
dumbfounded and fled from the room when 
I told him I was National. Front. 

The posters and slogans then dis- 
appeared from the walls. These people recog- 
nise real opposition and they have become 
much more circumspect since my declar- 
ation. 

In this Bedlam, there are pupils who, 
with the efforts of dedicated teachers, do’ 
well and are a credit to themselves and the 
character and determination they evidently 
possess. But for many the level of achieve- 
ment is abysmally low. A fifth-year pupil in 


‘a Class I started taking asked me: ‘‘What is 


six times six, Sir?’’ with no shame at his own 
ignorance, this was clearly the usual ac- 
cepted standard. This young man, aged 15, 
having spent the last 10 years at school, 
would within a few months be leaving. What 
chances has he of obtaining proper employ- 
ment, and what are the chances of the sur- 
vival of British industry with such school- 
leavers as recruits? For this boy was not 
unintelligent, not Educationally Subnormal, 
indeed in many respects quite average. Last 
year two-thirds of the boys at Tulse Hill 
failed to pass the Certificate of School 
Education in Maths. 


“PASSING PHASE” 


The problems of the school and its 
environment are explained by the apologists 
of the system as a passing phase, the teething 
troubles of the harmony of the Multi-Racial, 
Multi-Cultural society to come. These advo- 
cates of the status quo leading to the Multi- 
Racial Britain, are pleased to describe them- 
selves as moderates, middle-of-the-road, 
“between extreme Left and Right’’, as they 
sometimes put it. Yet how many of them 
leave, unable to cope with the problems they 
have themselves created unable to face the 


faces of those in their charge, “unable to 
communicate’? 

Recently the Home Secretary, Labour 
politician Roy Jenkins, visited the school as 
part of his Brixton fact-finding tour. Jenkins 
stated “that much of the racial trouble in 
Brixton stemmed from Black people’s lack 
of privilege.” This patronage by white 
liberals is resented and rejected by the 
Blacks, as they made clear to him. The 
South London Advertiser remarked: “At 
Tulse Hill School, scene of much racial 
trouble in recent years, Mr. Jenkins met with 
a hostile reception from pupils, half of 
whom are coloured. They hung out of the 
windows in the eight storey building, and 
spat down towards his car and threw papers 
~ and chalk.” 

Jenkins never left his car during his 
three hour conducted tour of Brixton, ex- 
cept to hurry into buildings like Tulse Hill 
School. After this experience, he stated that 
he had no ready solutions to the problems, 
and called for an effort of toleration 
between the races. Jenkins bears a personal 
responsibility for the present situation, 
which is directly the result of policies he has 
advanced and, as Home Secretary, made into 
Law. Now bankrupt, offering no solutions, it 
is clear that he neither wants to know, nor 
cares. 


WHITE WOMEN CLEAN UP 


“Immigration is sometimes justified in 
that the coloureds do the dirty work. I do 
not accept this. The women cleaners at Tulse 
Hill are all white and they are required to do 
some very dirty work. To be cleaned up is 
the spit on the floors, spit everywhere, and 
in the dark corridors — dark because the 
light bulbs are broken — the stink of urine. 
After school as the women clean, one often 
sees sauntering past them negro pupils 
dressed in the height of their fashion; like 
young lords, they do no work. 

West Indian youth in particular is 
being encouraged to have no respect for us, 
nor, I believe, for themselves. The liberalism 
that demands and grants them special privi- 
leges, promotes a self-regard that is can- 
cerous to their true interests. In school the 
educated Englishman remonstrating with the 
immigrant child receives the insolent reply 
“You don’t like?’ Outside of school there is 
the unwillingness to work and the mugging 
attacks. West Indian parents must be very 


worried about what is happening to their 


children, yet one waits for a member of the 
Immigrant community to publicly express 
this concern. Perhaps the cue is taken from 
the Establishment, whose silence on all these 
problems is total. 

What one never hears is the sense of 
duty these young people should have. If 
immigrant youngsters were encouraged to 
work for themselves, to work for their 
people, to concern themselves with their 
own people, their problem of alienation, of 


futility, might be solved by the security of 
possessing a national and racial identity. 
Then there would be boys and youths 
working with a purpose, clear in the under- 
standing that their destiny is to help their 
own people to build up their own countries. 

In this multi-racial school there are yet 
many British children from the homes of the 
decent working class families of the neigh- 
bourhood. Many of these children do well, 
and are a credit to themselves and their 
parents. But others give up, become 
apathetic or obstructive and sink into a 
slough of despondancy. They feel themselves 
the children of a dying community, heirs to 
nothing but the second and last place, with 
little pride, no hope, and nobody caring or 
being responsible. 


LABOUR LEADER’S HYPOCRISY 


Ashley Bramal, the leader of the Inner 
London Education Authority and Labour 
G.L.C. councillor for Bethnal Green, is the 
man ultimately responsible. Ashley Bramal’s 
son attends no State-run comprehensive but 
a private, fee-paying school. It is Ashley 
Bramal, his minions- and high-placed sup- 
porters who are responsible. We know the 
type: the Lefty-liberals, the do-gooders who 


THE CONMONWEALTH: 


decide the conditions we live in, who decide 
the conditions under which our children are 
schooled. These people must know the con- 
ditions in the schools, yet they use their 
authority not to remedy them but to exacer- 
bate them by promoting more “Self Expres- 
sion’, less discipline, more anarchy. One 
must conclude that the lefty-liberal Establish- 
ment wants the breakdown of our education 
system. It wishes to deny our children an 
education. The Establishment wants a gener- 
ation, a people unable to question or oppose. 
And this is what we must do: we must 
oppose. The Ashley Bramals and the Roy 
Jenkins must be removed from public office. 

For its part, the immigrant community 
must insist that its youth appreciate the 
opportunities for education and _ self- 
improvement being offered so that they may 
fulfil their duty to their own people and by 
serious and purposeful demeanour accord 
respect to the people of this land. 

The British pupils have the right to the 
education which will prepare them for the 
work and responsibilities of their future. 
This education must be free from Communist 
subversion, so that teachers and pupils may 
then take pride in what they are achieving. 
And so that we may see our children secure 
in their well-being and future, we must strive 
and believe and fight. 


ANOTHER VOICE 


MANY British people were brainwashed into 
voting in favour of the Common Market on 
June 5th by stories that our kith and kin in 
the Commonwealth no longer wished to 
preserve any close links with this country. 
Speeches by certain contemporary Common- 
wealth politicians, such as Australian 
Premier Gough Whitlam, were quoted as 
evidence of this and of the desire of 
Commonwealth countries for us to stay in 
Europe. 

Mr. Whitlam, however, is not neces- 
sarily any the more representative of his 
people than the Wilsons, the Thatchers and 
the Thorpes are representative of the people 
of the United Kingdom. We reprint here a 
letter that was sent to the Organiser of the 
British League of Rights, an anti-Common 
Market . group, by a correspondent in 
Australia. It is of course the type of letter 
that never gets into the columns of the big 
newspapers, who are today all sold out to 
the Common Market cause, and seek to sup- 
press even the smallest sign that there are 
still pro-British forces in the Dominions. 
“Dear Mr. Martin, 

“I have been following with interest 
the progress of the referendum campaign for 
the British people to decide their own 
national future by staying, or not staying, in 
the Common Market. 

“I am sure many more realise now that 


this is not the answer to their problems and 
many of the glorified promises were not as 
promised and are vastly different to the 
picture painted. 

“You are to be congratulated on your 
anti-Common Market stand and I can assure 
you that you have the support of many 
Australians in this matter. It is a disaster not 
only for Britain to stay in the Common 
Market but also a disaster for Australia and 
the rest of the free world which is fast be- 
coming less and less free. We feel if Britain 
does stay, it will mean the final crumble of a 
great wall for which many wars have been 
fought to protect, not only Britain but the 
rest of the free world, and they too will lose 
their sovereignty along with Britain. 

“Our Royal Family stands for all that 
which is good for mankind but which, at 
present and for a long time, has stood 
against the Evil Forces of mankind. 

“It is our earnest wish to see the 
British Commonwealth re-generated and I 
can assure you that many thousands of 
Australians join with me in this matter. We 
too are standing against forces seeking to 
destroy our Heritage, Our Queen and our 
Flag. 

“You have my permission to use this 
letter if it can be of any help. 

“Good luck and God be with you all. 

“Yours sincerely, Maisie Reynolds.” 
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The Record 
(TGWU journal) 


hospital staff 


LETTER 
N THE 
FRONT 


1 WOULD like to reply to ' 


the jetter by Messrs. Turner 
and Foley (October Record). 
I am a member of ‘the TGWU 
_and of the National Front and; 
nothing in the NF policies. 
“show them to be anti trades 
unions. 


Indeed in their statement of 
.. policy stronger unions are 


Coloured imigration is to the 
detriment of the British wor- 


kers as imigrants help to keep 
wages down, for example, if 
had been paid a 
decent rate in the past we 
would not now be in the pos- 
ition of having to depend on 
overseas workers. Such is the 
state of affairs that some hos- 
pitals have to. close down at 
certain times, including our 
one at Yarmouth. 

The NF does not blame the 
imigrants for bad conditions, 
we do blame the politicians 0 
all parties who brought them 
here with the connivance of 
international capitalism to cre- 
ate a pool of clttap labour. 
Also the presence here of up 
t> five million aliens certainly 
uvesn’t help our housing 


shortage and other social con- . 


ditions. 
The next part of their letter 


as to become boring, this hark- 
‘ing back to Germany of the 
thirties. People such as Turner 
and Foley, frightened by the 
amazing rise of the National 
Front will use any means 
‘against us. These attempted 
‘smears will fail as did_ the 
violence against the NF on 
recent marches in London and 


has been used so often before © 


Exeter Express & Echo 
/National Front 


Sir—According to a report 
in your paper, Iam a “ fascist.” 
No matter that I fought 
against Germany in the last 
war, was twice wounded and 
later became a P.0.W., 
Communist - inspired Exeter 
Committee of Anti-Fascists, or 
whatever title they give them- 
selves, have spoken. ; 

1 am a “ fascist ” because I 
support the’ pro - British 
Natidnal Front! How coti- 
venient for the enemies of this 
-eountry to be able to confound 


all patriotism with “fascisn 


the’ 


is no other party that 


the NF’s policies regul 
newspapers. Here is a sele 
appeared in papers from 
year. We hope they wil 
porters to make their own 


So fat as I am aware theré 


has The fore 


vrow’ convenient and how i+ fought to stop our small island makes us | 


+ gidious. 
I joined the National Front a result of coloured immigra- 
because it appears to be the tion. The National Front alone 
only party that offers serious speaks for the 
the Communist 
menace both within our,. gates, 
(hence the frenzy 
unists’ attempts to nationalism of 
Labour and Liberal parties. 


opposition to 


and withou 
of the Com 
deny us freedom of speech). 


NOT LIKE THIS 


‘try sold short by the 


from bursting at the seams as’ of the Com 


be - hoped 
Exeter's .cit 


untold number our true li 


of ordinary Britons who are pure and s. 
sick of seeing their fine coun- portant of , 


inter- 
Tory, Sandy B 


‘the 
Sandy 


Reading C, 


7 advocated. Many trade union~ Leicester. 
TH 


+ ists are 


* jonal Front 
more are joining as they see 
that this:is the party that really 
puts Britain first. 


Western 


Daily Press 
Britain 
can go 
it alone, 


by 


work 


READING 


ters in the Dear Mr. Edi- 
column, 
the Common Market, one 
cannot avoid noticing ‘that 
writers 
suffer from an acute guilt 
or inferiority complex. To 

They all feel the need 
to join hands with some- 


tor 


* the 


one | else, 
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OMAS F. HOLMES, 
Member, TGWU, 
Organiser, 

Gt. Yarmouth Group, 
National Front, 


members of the Nat- 
and more and 


‘something and to lese However in this d 
4 P 5 > : » In 
their identity in the and age it meena irre bo 
crowd. Independence and often enough that. man 
pride: of purpose is forgot- does not live on bread 
ten in their. craving to alone and _ needs_ other 
— the herd. things in life as well. 
as this the type of | He also needs freedom 
peeen who built the. real opportunity, indepen- 
ritain of yesteryear? The dence and a chance to 
eg The workshop of prove himself. “ 
t . world? I think not. There is nothing wrong 
ae pecan only conclude with Britain that leader- 
an they are the product ship and hard work carn- 
of an age where indivi- not put right. 
quality counts for Britain does not need 
a. _ age : viewer the Common Market: ‘The 
ounted as soon 
pave to be. cared for ter. SAREE CARE) Bets 
rom cradle to grave, to It should never be for- 
be cosseted with. hand- gotten that an Gileky 
outs, doles and subsidies blood and tears was shed 
no matter what the cost, in the last war’ against 
or who pays. - Hitler’s “new order” in 
An age where the shift- Europe. 
less, the feckless, the , To many British people 
weak-kneed and the lout the Common Market 
are classed as equals and represents the same con- 
where thrift, patriotism, cept, minus the architect. 
morality and  -indepen- Philip Gannaway, 
dence are scorned. ai Secretary 
To give away one’s National istol 
birthright for a mess of Branch), tae 
pottage may suit the 96; Briscoes Avenue, 
morally weak or craven, Hartcliffe, Bristol. 


hard 


the recent let: 


supporting 
appear to 
Front 


to lean on 


charge mace. 
organisation “by 
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Red infiltrators 


threaten 


by a Correspondent in Ulster 


AS you read this article, a part of the United 
Kingdom as large as Yorkshire, nearer to 
London than most of Scotland, and in- 
habited by over one million patriotic British 
citizens stands in imminent danger of falling 
under the tyranny of Communism. This is 
the Province of Ulster. 

Most British nationalists will already 
be aware of the most obvious aspects of this 
threat: the openly Marxist Official I.R.A. 
(which maintains cordial, though unofficial, 
relationships with the Communist Parties of 
Ireland and Great Britain); its Trotskyite 
splinter group the Irish Republican Socialist 
Party; and the Provisional I.R.A., which, 
while less openly Marxist, nonetheless is on 
extremely friendly terms with the Trotskyite 
International Marxist Group and publishes 
an openly leftist newspaper, An Realt (‘‘The 
Star’’). 

British nationalists have often taken 
comfort in the belief that were the present 
British Government, with typical gutless 
cowardice, to abandon Ulster, the Loyalist 
paramilitary groups are staunchly anti- 
Communist and militarily quite capable of 
defeating all the forces of Republicanism 
(including the Irish Army) should they 
attack Ulster. Unfortunately, this belief is 
largely unfounded. 

Communism is not by any means 
restricted to the Republican side. There is a 
political party, the British and Irish Com- 
munist Organisation (also known as the 
Workers’ Association for the Democratic 
Settlement of the National Conflict in Ire- 
land) having a considerable influence within 
the Northern Ireland Labour Party and ad- 
vocating a Communist Ulster within a Com- 
munist Britain rather than within a Com- 
munist Ireland (the so-called “Two Nations” 
theory). There are also some senior members 
of Loyalist paramilitary organisations who 
have become converted to the idea of an 
independent Communist Ulster, an idea 
welcomed by the Official I.R.A., who are 
prepared to accept a “6-County Ulster 
Workers State” as a transitional step to a 
“32-County Irish Workers State”’. 

The organisation most seriously 
affected by Communist infiltration is the 
20,000 man Ulster Defence Association. 
The titular leader of the U.D.A., “Major- 
General” Andy Tyrie, is politically naive and 
has little real control over the organisation. 
The real power in the U.D.A. is wielded by 
such people as Glenn Barr, a member of the 
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Loyalist unity 


UDA. Inner Council, “political advisor to 
the U.D.A.”, and prominent in the Ulster 
Workers’ Council during the Constitutional 
Stoppage of May 1974. 


“ULSTER SOCIALIST REPUBLIC” 


Barr is, and always has been, an ex- 
treme left-winger in the factory where he 
works near Londonderry. He has acquired a 
reputation as a militant shop steward, and 
only the anger of his Loyalist co-workers 
prevented him from accepting an invitation 
to speak at a Republican Socialist rally in 
the Bogside in 1970. He favours an indepen- 
dent “Ulster Socialist Republic”, and has 
made little secret of this. 

He was one of the U.D.A. delegation, 
which also included Tyrie, which visited 
Colonel Ghaddafi, the left-wing dictator of 
Libya, in 1974, and negotiated a deal by 
which Libya would supply Soviet-made 
Kalashnikov AK47 assault rifles and other 
military equipment free to the left-wing 
faction of the U.D.A. in return for a more 
militant leftist line being taken by the U.D.A. 
if and when it rules Ulster. 

Barr is now Chairman of the Ulster 
Loyalist Central Co-ordinating Committee of 
Paramilitary Organisations, which until 
recently included the U.D.A., the Ulster 
Volunteer Force, Orange Volunteer Force, 
Down Orange Welfare, and some other 
smaller organisations. 

Another leading leftist in the U.D.A. is 
“Colonel”, formerly “Brigadier” Thomas 
(“Tucker”) Lyttle, formerly U.D.A. Press 
Officer and one of the U.D.A. Libya dele- 
gation, who was responsible for issuing an 
order in late August 1974 to all U.D.A. units 
instructing them not to join in the National 
Front-Loyalist anti-I.R.A. march through 
London on September 7th and dissociated 
themselves and their men from the NF as it 
was “fascist” and “racist”. This order was 
widely ignored by mainland British U.D.A. 
units. 

In January 1975, Lyttle, growing im- 
patient at the insufficiently left-wing line of 
the U.D.A. leadership, led the Shankill Road 
unit of the U.D.A. in a short-lived rebellion 
against Tyrie and the Inner Council. This dis- 
pute was soon amicably settled, although it 
cost Lyttle demotion to “Colonel” and his 
job as Press Officer. 

Other left-wing U.D.A. men include 


“TLieutenant-Colonel” Andy Robinson, Com- 
mander of Londonderry U.D.A., and 
“Tieutenant-Colonel” Ronnie Reid, 2nd in 
command of East Belfast. Nor is this Red 
infiltration a recent phenomenon; when 
“Lt.-Col.” Ernest “Duke” Elliot of Wood- 
vale U.D.A. was shot on 7th December 1972, 
books by Trotsky and Che Guevara were 
found in his car. 


ROWNTREE TRUST 


Under the leadership of this leftist 
clique the U.D.A. has degenerated grossly 
from its high point in 1972. A “welfare sec- 
tion”, the Ulster Community Action Group, 
has been set up, financed by the notorious 
Rowntree Trust (which also financed Gerry 
Fitt’s Social Democratic and Labour Party 
to the tune of £11,000) and the Libyan 
Government. The Dublin Government has 
also been approached for funds! U.D.A. 
leftists are in close contact with the Official 
I.R.A. via its front organisation the Northern 
Ireland Civil Rights Association and they are 
jointly drafting a “Bill of Rights” for Repub- 
licans! 

U.D.A. officers daring to oppose these 
leftists are savagely punished. For example, 
the U.D.A. C.O. in Portadown, a staunch 
anti-Communist, was severely injured when a 
bomb planted by U.D.A. left-wingers ex- 
ploded in his car. Death threats have been 
made against those Loyalists outside the 
U.D.A. who dare to speak out against this 
creeping Communism — and the rampant 
gangsterism and protection rackets run by 
those U.D.A. men who are “in it for the 
money”. 

Those who have bravely spoken out 
include: Mrs. Jean Coulter, former Official 
Unionist Assemblywoman for West Belfast, 
Democratic Unionist Councillor Fred Proctor 
of Belfast Council (who was recently shot 
and wounded), Frank Millar, former Official 
Unionist Assemblyman for North Belfast, 
and even Mr. Thomas Passmore, County 
Grand Master of the Orange Lodge of Belfast. 

Communists were also involved in the 
1974 U.WCC. strike which brought down the 
crypto-Republican “Executive” and ended 
the Sunningdale sell-out. Glenn Barr was on 
the U.W.C., and Jim Smyth, a card-carrying 
member of the pro-Moscow Communist 
Party of Ireland, was the U.W.C. Press 
Officer (and, much to his annoyance, was 
featured on the front cover of the July 
1974 Spearhead). 

However, the situation is far from 
hopeless. It cannot be stressed too strongly 
that this Red rot has set in mainly at the top 
of Loyalist organiisations, and that the rank 
and file membership are almost to a man 
staunchly Loyal decent British patriots, who 
are beginning to awake to the Communists 
who are using them for their own ends. 

In August, 1972, a large section of the 
U.D.A. broke away in protest at the Com- 
munism and gangsterism rife in the upper 


echelons of the U.D.A. to form the U.D.A. 
Young Militants, who have since maintained 
themselves as an anti-Communist Loyalist 
fighting force. The U.V.F., which also 
suffered from Red infiltration, expelled in 
November 1974 a number of Communists 
from the organisation. These leftists formed 
the openly Connollyite Ulster Citizens’ 
Army (about 60 strong) which published the 
names of 13 of their former comrades in the 
U.D.A. and U.V.F. who had been involved in 
“attacks on the Catholic working class”. 

The U.C.A. has now faded into im- 
potence. The U.V.F. then issued a Statement 
of Military Policy which was strongly anti- 
Communist. “The U.V.F. shall gear itself to 
resist the upsurge in violent revolutionary 
socialism which will be unleashed through- 
out Great Britain and Ireland in the near 
future.” 


CLIQUE OF COMMUNISTS 


The U.V.F. subsequently left the 
U.L.C.C.C. which was, and is, run by Glenn 
Barr, and has now begun a campaign to 
eradicate permanently the clique of Com- 
munists and criminals controlling the U.D.A. 
Although a very few leftists remain in the 
U.V.F., the U.D.A.’s accusation that the 
U.V.F. is “Marxist” is both untrue and 
ludicrously hypocritical. 

Leftists have had very little success in 
infiltrating the Loyalist political parties of 
the U.U.U.C. which, as both 1974 General 
Elections have shown, now command the 
support of the majority of the Ulster people. 
The only significant infiltrator is the 
ubiquitous, and thoroughly odious, Glenn 
Barr, who has wormed his way into the 
Vanguard Unionist Party, for which he was 
an Assemblyman and is now a Convention 
candidate for Londonderry. 

His constituency association has had 
many violent arguments with him over his 
leftist ideas and vist to Libya and he very 
nearly did not get the U.U.U.C. nomination 
for the Convention elections. The U.U.U.C. 
may be infected with Ulster “nationalism” 
born of frustration and despair with the 
present Westminster politicians — and who 
can blame them? — but at least it is not sig- 
nificantly Communist infiltrated. 

However, even if Communism were to 
be, as it soon may be, totally eliminated 
from the Loyalist camp, thus ending the 
danger of conquest from within, the danger 
of conquest from without would still remain 
and the situation in this respect is far worse 
than many people realise. 

Were British troops to be withdrawn, 
as the present Westminster parties would 
clearly like to if they could do it without 
seeming too obviously to be capitulating, 
Ulster would be attacked by the Irish Army, 
the Provisional I.R.A., the Offficial I.R.A. 
and the I.R.S.P.’s military wing, the so-called 
People’s Liberation Army — all of which 
would undoubtedly collaborate, at least 


initially, in their attack on the Loyalist 
population. 

The largest of these Republican forces, 
the Irish Army, is a modern, fairly well 
equipped and trained fighting force- num- 
bering about 50,000 men. It is equipped 
with Panhard armoured cars, field guns, 
ground strike aircraft, helicopters and a 
rather feeble Navy, consisting of fishery pro- 
tection vessels. 

The Provisional I.R.A. is not large, 
able to mobilise at most 5,000 trained men 
in a civil war situation, but all those men 
could be armed with Soviet infantry 
weapons — the excellent Kalashnikov AK47 
assault rifle and the older Simonov, with 
plenty of ammunition for both. The Provos 
have used their much vaunted “ceasefire” to 
re-arm, re-equip and regroup. At least one 
consignment of AK47’s is known to have 
been landed at the pro-Republican port of 
Warrenpoint, Co. Down, in late February. 


I.R.A. ARMS IN EIRE 


They and the Officials could jointly 
control much of Belfast and West Ulster. 
The Official I.R.A., often neglected by com- 
mentators on the Ulster situation because of 
their 3-year ceasefire, have used their ob- 
scurity, freedom from security force harass- 
ment and international Communist links to 
become the best armed and trained force in 
Ireland, with huge arms stockpiles in the 


Irish Republic. The People’s Liberation 
Army is small but very well armed. 

In contrast, the Loyalists- could 
mobilise 150,000 men, mostly badly trained 
or untrained, and could arm at most only 
10,000 of them with a mixture of Ulster 
Defence Regiment Self Loading Rifles and 
Sterling sub-machine guns (assuming the 
withdrawing British forces did not confis- 
cate these, as they might), ancient Steyr 
tifles left over from the 1912 U.V.F. and a 
few unreliable home-made mortars, with 


very little ammunition for any of these 


weapons. 

Far from easily defeating the Repub- 
lican forces, this hastily-organised, ill-armed 
and undisciplined rabble would be rapidly 
annihilated. Even assuming that the trained 
Loyalist paramilitary forces fought magni- 
ficently (as is very likely — Ulstermen 
showed their fighting spirit and courage at 
the Somme in 1916), Ulster would fall in 
weeks, at most. 

The Official I.R.A. would probably 
leave the Irish Army, the Provos and the 
P.L.A. to take the brunt of the fighting, and 
would then step in to impose their “32- 
County Irish Workers State” by force — they 
have the manpower and arms to do this. 

The consequences of the establishment 
of such a Communist dictatorship on 
Britain’s doorstep are all too easy to imagine: 
a massive boost to the morale of the British 
Left, material aid to Welsh, Scottish and 
Cornish separatist terrorists and possibly also 


the formation of English leftist terrorist 
groups, all sponsored by the “Irish Workers 
Republic”. Thus, far from bombings in 
Great Britain ending by its abandoning 
Ulster, Great Britain would see the most 
massive bombing campaign since the last war 
and might well herself fall to Communism — 
so the survival of Loyal Ulster is vital to 
every British citizen. 


LOYALIST HOME GUARD NEEDED 


The British nationalist reader may be 
wondering at this point what he (or she) can 
do to help Ulster and thereby help to avert 
the above terrifying scenario.. Firstly, 
individually and collectively through the 
National Front, he can demonstrate to the 
Loyalists of Ulster that their fellow Britons 
have not forsaken them. It is this feeling of 
abandonment which breeds “Ulster 
nationalism” and helps Communists in the 
Loyalist camp. 

Secondly, if he has any personal 
contact with Ulster Loyalists, either as 
individuals or in an organisation, he should 
expose to them those Communists masquer- 
ading as “Loyalists” for what they really 
are: enemies of the people of Ulster and 
indeed of Britain as a whole. 

Thirdly, by explaining the importance 
to all the people of Britain the cause of 
Ulster to those of his friends, workmates and 
fellow patriots who are as yet uncommitted 
on this issue, he can help mobilise the whole 
of the British nation in support of that part 
of it which is under attack. 

Finally, by actively supporting the 
National Front he can help to bring about a 
real solution to the Ulster problem. 

If a British Government, either as a 
result of pressure from the National Front or 
due to the NF becoming that Government, 
committed itself permanently and uncon- 
ditionally to the defence of Ulster within the 
United Kingdom, and if the Loyalist popu- 
lation were officially organised into an 
armed Home Guard under local Loyalist 
control, then the Loyalist paramilitary 
organisations which, though necessary in the 
present situation, are weak and vulnerable to 
Red infiltration, could safely be disbanded. 
The Loyal people of Ulster would then feel 
secure in the knowledge that, as the National 
Front slogan so rightly puts it: “ULSTER 
IS BRITISH FOREVER”. 


NF MEMBERS... 


PROTECT YOUR MEMBERSHIP CARD with 
a new, specially designed, wallet type card 
holder in tough, attractive, black PVC with 
pocket end covers and transparent centre 
pocket. 


Single wallet 15p + 8p pack’g. & Post. 
50 or more 12p each — post free. Cash with 
order. Cheques and P.O’s. should be endorsed 
‘Croydon Group No. 2 A/c’. 

Order from your local Branch Organiser or 
direct from ‘Cardholder’ 50 Pawsons Road, 
CROYDON, CRO 20F. 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


‘YES’ OR ‘NO’ IN REFERENDUM... 


THE FUTURE STILL 
BELONGS TO US 


AS I write this article on Referendum Day I 
have no idea whether the British people have 
at long last asserted a desire to be a free 
people by voting ‘No’ to the Common 
Market. 

If the vote is a substantial ‘Yes’ — as 
now seems likely — then I will agree that we 
who campaign for national freedom will 
have lost a battle, but will not agree that we 
have lost the war. 

The reason why I would assert that is 
because I am certain that the pro-Marketeers 
have not refuted our fundamental objections 
to the Common Market, much less have they 
won the hearts of the British people. 

In the event of their winning, all they 
will be able to claim is that they were able, 
momentarily, to shake the faith of this 
generation of British people in themselves; 
to persuade them that they cannot stand on 
their own two feet and that even if they 
could, they need to be protected in the 
warm embrace of Big Brother. 

This, really, is the crux of the pro- 
Market case: the assertion — usually implicit, 
rarely explicit — that Britain as a nation- 
state is a “thing of the past”’. 

I emphasise that this contention has 
been rarely explicit in pro-Market propa- 
ganda. They know that such assertions in the 
ears of most British people sound defeatist, 
unpatriotic and treasonable. And, of course, 
that is precisely what they are. 

But this is not to say that such asser- 
tions have not been made during the cam- 
paign. They have — and by none other than 
the arch Euro-Traitor, Edward Heath. 


TRAITOR HEATH 


Two days before Referendum day 
Heath participated in a late-night televised 
debate at the Oxford Union. Perhaps 
because he was the last speaker in a very 
long and boring debate which he knew 
would certainly have driven the majority of 
viewers to their beds before he rose to speak, 
he felt it was safe to express his disdain for 
the nation-state and his conviction that 
Britain is dead. 

I cannot quote his remarks verbatim, 
but I think I can give a fair resume of his 
essential point: 

When I was last debating in this 
chamber as a student, my fellow students 
and I had hanging over us the certainty that 
we would have to go to war to fight tyranny. 
In that war, Europe tore itself apart. A 
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generation previously, Europe experienced 
worse carnage. 

It was clearly the nation-state struc- 
tures in Europe that caused the two World 
Wars. Is it not a good thing, therefore, that 
we should seek to eliminate war by elimin- 
ating the nation-states of Europe? 

It was interesting to note that when 
Heath spoke of the “tyranny which his 
generation would have to fight’? he only 
referred to Axis countries and not to Stalin’s 
Russia. 

While walking down Memory Lane he 
forgot to mention that whilst an officer of 
the Oxford Union he visited Spain with a 
fraternal delegation to the Republican forces. 
He also neglected to mention what a con- 
siderable help to him in his formative years 
were cosmopolitan figures such as Royalton 
Kisch and Arnold (now Lord) Goodman. 

The argument that Heath advanced to 
justify submerging Britain in Europe can be 
and is used to promote the World Govern- 
ment idea. And, as we learned some years 
ago from former Conservative Cabinet 
Minister Duncan Sandys: “the Common 
Market is a step on the road to World 
Government” . . . as if we couldn’t guess! 

Our reply to the “peace through inter- 
nationalism” argument is clear and rooted in 
historical fact, not in woolly-minded 
‘idealism’. It was not the existence of nation- 
states that caused the two world wars, or the 
Napoleonic wars, come to that. 

They were caused by various forms of 
internationalism — Fascist, Communist, 
International Financial — each of which 
sought to impose their form of unity over 
the whole of Europe, if not over the whole 
world. 


FINANCIAL IMPERIALISM 


Modern day internationalist idealists 
will doubtless claim that Napoleon, the 
Kaiser and Hitler were imperialists, not “‘real 
internationalists”. But such a claim only 
goes to show how gullible they are. 

Anybody who has the slightest know- 
ledge of what power is, who has it, and how 
it is used, will know that modern-day inter- 
nationalism is promoted and controlled by 
the International Financial coterie whose 
lust for power and imperialistic proclivities 
are just as great as any of the latter-day 
despots. 

The only difference is that the 
Napoleons and the Hitlers displayed their 


ambitions openly and crudely, while the 
International Financial coterie are at pains 
to obscure their identity and intentions, 
and operate through carefully selected pro- 
tegees and career men such as Edward 
Heath. 

Thus we see that it is the lust for 
power which knows no limitation and not 
the mere existence of nation-states which is 
the cause of war. 

The exception to this general rule is 
where states are constructed without regard 
to ethnological/cultural factors. These states 
ultimately fracture in civil war as the 
majority element seeks to assert paramouncy, 
and the minority element resists submer- 
gence. 

This phenomenon of civil war must in- 
evitably be the stumbling block of those 
who seek, by force or guile, to impose on us 
the European Super State and its ultimate 
projection, World Government. 

The only way in which inter- 
nationalists can provide against a revolt of 
the people and nations they subjugate is to 
eliminate their ethnic (racial) differences and 
establish a new breed of raceless, rootless 
mongrel-men who do not know where they 
have come from, where they are going, or 
why. 


RACE WAR 


This is the reason why it is an article 
of faith for today’s internationalists to be 
passionate multi-racialists. 

This is the reason why Britain and 
other white European countries have been 
flooded by millions of fast-breeding 
coloured aliens. 

This is the reason why the Establish- 
ment spends so much time and money pro- 
moting race-mixing, racial self-hate and laws 
to prohibit “‘racialism’’ (nationalism). 

Yet this is the reason why, in the long 
term, we who fight for national freedom can 
look to the long-term future with hope, for 
the final battle in the war I referred to 
earlier will be a RACIAL BATTLE. 

The con-men of the Establishment 
might be able to trick the people over the 
complex economic and political issues in- 
volved in the Common Market debate. 

But I am certain that they will react 
with rage when, as it will, it finally dawns on 
them that they are not only expected to give 
up their nationhood “in the interests of 
world peace”, but also to commit self- 
inflicted genocide through race-mixing. 

When that realisation comes I am 
certain that the British people will want to 
fight. When that realisation comes they will 
have to fight. 

The job of our British nationalist move- 
ment is to speed up the coming of that 
realisation and take the leading role in that 
final racial battle, through which our people 
will win back their nationhood and their 
freedom. 


We are supposed to be living in a free 
country, but sometimes you could be 
excused for not noticing it. 

Tony Brewer was once a police con- 
stable in the Crawley area. His prospects in 
the force were bright. 

Then one day last year his wife saw a 
letter in a local newspaper, the Crawley and 
Horley Focus, which enraged her. It was a 
vicious diatribe against the National Front. 
Mrs. Brewer was not a member of the NF, 
but she had received some of its literature 
through her letter box and had come to 
sympathise with some of its policies. She 
felt compelled to write to the paper in 
reply to the anti-NF letter, and her reply 
was duly published. 

The next time P.C. Brewer reported 
for police duty after the appearance of his 
wife’s letter, several of his colleagues re- 
marked how much they agreed with it. 
Crawley has more than its share of trouble- 
some Communists and the local police are 
well and truly tired of them. Mrs. Brewer’s 
remarks about left-wing opponents of the 
NF, made in the letter (reprinted here), rang 
an immediate bell with them. 

Then about three weeks later P.C. 
Brewer received from out of the blue a note 
instructing him to appear at Sussex Police 
Headquarters at Lewes for an interview with 
the Deputy Chief Constable for the county. 

As the note did not state the reason 
for the instruction P.C. Brewer immediately 
made enquiries. He was informed that it was 
in connection with his wife’s letter in the 
newspaper. He immediately made a request 
to see his local Chief Superintendent, and 
this was granted. 

P.C. Brewer went to his Chief Superin- 
tendent and asked him bluntly why he had 
to go before the Deputy Chief Constable. 
The Superintendent protested complete ig- 
norance — something rather improbable, as 
it was from his Secretary that P.C. Brewer 
had learned that it was in connection with 
the letter in the newspaper, and as he knew 
that the Chief Superintendent regularly read 
that paper. 

At this point P.C. Brewer began to 
realise exactly what purpose lay behind his 
being hauled before the Deputy Chief Con- 
stable. He had himself committed no offence 
against police regulations and therefore he 
could not be punished. What they were 
going to do was ‘reprimand’ him for his 
wife’s letter and ‘lean on’ him with a view to 
getting him to forbid his wife from again 
expressing such beliefs publicly. 

He decided then that the whole affair 
represented an intolerable intrusion into his 
private life, and he submitted his resignation 
from the Police Force. 

This resignation was straightaway 
accepted — normally policemen who declare 
their wish to resign are asked to change their 
minds. He was given a month’s notice, and 
immediately removed from the Collator’s 
Office, where he had been working, and 
placed back on the beat. The Collator’s 


ALL BECAUSE HIS WIFE 
WROTE A LETTER! 


Office is the department which deals with 
crime intelligence, and P.C. Brewer later 
found out that an order had been issued that 
he should not be allowed into that office 
during his remaining month in the force 
unless accompanied by another police 
officer. 

Tony Brewer left the Police Force 
officially on the 11th April 1974. His case 
represents an appalling example of petty 


tyranny at work against respectable, law- 
abiding citizens — merely on account of 
their suspected sympathy with patriotic 
organisations. 

This experience set the final seal on 
Tony Brewer’s disillusionment with the state 
of Britain and determined him to seek the 
remedy through political action. He is now 
the Organiser of the National Front for 
Crawley and Horsham Constituency. 


THE LETTER THAT OFFENDED POLICE TOP BRASS 


Dear Sir, 


and, dare I suggest that M.jcannot make any major 


Having just read M.|Bashford makes a compre-|decisions without majority 
Bashford’s letter. I feel| hensive study of the Nation-|approval. The N.F. is a 
compelled to write onjal Front and its policies|firmly democratic party. 


behalf of the National|before making wild and 


Front. 


Much more akin to 


hysterical statements in an|Fascism are our opponents 


I am not yet a member of affort to dink the Nationallof the left wing, who 
the National Front, but|Front with the excesses|continually try to smash by 
having made a study of the}/perpetrated by the Nazilforce N.F. meetings, and 


movement and beliefs I}Party in Germany. 
Finally, I would like to|N.F. speakers are on the 


have come to the conclusion 


any other meetings at which 


that they are the only partyjadd for M. Bashford’s|platform. The accusations 


who are for this countryjenlightenment, 


Fascism|of the left about N.F. 


and the British people.jmeans dictatorship. The|‘fascism’ are the purist 


M. Bashford is typical of|N.F. 


neither 


advocates|hypocricy. 


the unenlightened in referr-|dictatorship for the country] Yours faithfully, 
ing to N.F. as Neo-Fascist.jnor practises it in its own|Mrs Brewer (A patriot), 73 


Please note the 


NATIONAL (for the nation)|democratically elected; they 


word|organisation. Leaders are|Treyford Close, 


Ifield, 


ussex. 
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SIR: After having left H.M. Forces on 
pension in 1967, I found that for once I had 
time to spare and also to ponder over the 
serious political issues of the day. Subse- 
quently I was able to attend the odd meeting 
and talks by the two established parties for 
some form of enlightenment, as I could not 
accept the fact that the nation could sink 
any further. 

Needless to say, one could find no 
inspiration whatever — just the traditional 
woolly humbug we have heard and faced for 
years. 

I became aware of the NF, but for a 
long time was unable to make a contact. 
Eventually a Branch was formed in Slough, 
our neighbouring town, so I decided to 
enquire and clarify a few points regarding 
the smears. On this particular evening the 
meeting was well attended, and after intro- 
ducing myself, I asked to meet some of the 
‘extreme right wing fanatics’. 

“Here they all are,” was the reply! 
Yes, they were in the main Mums and Dads, 
ex-Service people, etc. — all the most stable 
and responsible members of the community. 

I have since got acquainted with a 
number of members and enjoy the 
cameraderie that exists whenever I am able 
to attend a function. Being a Briton that 
believes in fair play and honesty within our 
institutions, I can only express my disgust at 
the dishonesty of the media — especially the 
national press, which never pass up an 
opportunity to discredit the Front. One can 
only assume that this has come about 
because the Front has continued to grow 
‘and not fade out, as most of the other post- 
war new parties have done. 

The Front, to my mind, has a clean 
and honest bill of health up to present, and 
all the while this is maintained it will con- 
tinue to get my support. I firmly recommend 
that all the doubting Thomases that are 
affected by these derogatory comments 
make the effort and find out for a few pence 
what it is all about — then give their support. 


K. OWERE 
Windsor, Berks. 
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SIR: Now that the Common Market Referen- 
dum is over and the ‘Yes’s’ have won, a few 
chickens are coming home to _ roost. 
Numerous leading political figures who have 
been given great prominence as spokesmen 
for the anti-Market side have said that they 
now accept Britain’s membership of Europe 
and will work loyally with the Government 
within the various European institutions. 
They explain this as accepting democratically 
the “will of the people’’. 

A more accurate explanation would be 
that their strongly developed instinct of per- 
sonal political survival tells them that this is 
the course they must take if their careers are 
to prosper. Up to the time of the Referen- 
dum there was at least a crumb of hope for 
political careerists that by backing the anti- 
Market side they could be on to a winner 
and emerge with enhanced credit and 
authority as a result. Now there is none, and 
this is not a bad thing because it greatly 
clears the field. We can presume from now 
on that those who take the anti-Market side 
really mean it. We know, in other words, 
who our friends are. 

One or two established parliamen- 
tarians have stated that they intend to carry 
on the anti-Market struggle, and all credit to 
them. However, isolated from their party 
machines they are voices in the wilderness. 
Henceforth, the one organised body that is 
going to count in this struggle is the National 
Front. If it becomes the recognised leader of 
the anti-Market forces in Britain, this will be 


nothing more than it deserves, because it has, 
as a party and in the persons of several of its 
leading spokesmen, been the most long- 
standing and consistent opponent of the 
E.E.C. sell-out from the very beginning. 

J.S. BARBER 

Maltan, Yorks. 


SIR: We hear that South Africa is shortly 
about to have television for the first time, 
programmes beginning early next year. A 
comment in 7V Times says: “Many people 
hope it will prove to be a means of uniting 
the country’s blacks and whites.” 

From this comment I suppose we must 
take it that the TV Times assumes that tele- 
vision in South Africa will be controlled by 
the same sort of people who control it 
nearly everywhere in the Western World and 
that it will be used for the same purpose — 
that of attacking nationhood and racial 
identity and of furthering communism. The 
trouble is that the TV Times just may be 
right. 

I am sure that a major reason why 
South Africa has remained one of the sanest 
countries in the world in recent times is that 
it has up to now been free from this spiritual 
and social curse that the oblong screen rep- 
resents. Will it now become as mad as the 
rest of us? 

D.G. W. SEWELL 
Leamington Spa 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month's winner (below) was 


published in the Evening Argus, Brighton. 


AS AN ex-serviceman I take great exception to re- 
marks made by Coun. S. Fitch, reported in the 
Evening Argus on April 24, regarding the National 
Front, of which I am a member. 

Perhaps you have not read our. statement of policy which, if 
read with an open mind, will show that the National Front is the 
only party in this country which has the interests of the British 


people at heart. 


To call the National Front 
‘a Fascist organisation is typical 
of the mouthings of the Left 
wing which includes everything 
from the Labour Party, through 
the trades unions, to the Inter- 
national Socialists, whose one 
aim is to wreck this country 
and in doing’so open the way 
for their- masters in Moscow to 
ttake.control. That any Socialists 
talk of democracy is just a 
sick joke and, in fact, these 
people are the true Fascists. 


As far as serving one’s 
country is concerned, I served 
in the Royal Air Force as a 
pilot-“for ten years, including 
flying Spitfires in the: Battle of 


Britain, and my _ wife also 
served in the WAAF and we are 
both proud to be members of 
the National Front. We both 
dearly love our country and 
greatly resent Coun. Fitch’s 
unfortunate remarks. 


Ratepayers 


I would like to remind him 
that most National Front mem- 
bers are ratepayers, probably 
drawing far less from the State 
than the Reds and, as such, are 
fully entitled to hire any 
council-owned hall in the area 
as is any other organisation. 
R. Wolton, Fit. Lt., Royal Air 
Force (Rtd.), Sheppy Cottage, 
it Sea, Avenue, Telscombe 

iffs. 


o 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Race is still the big issue 


I have frequently heard comments 
from sincere and active National Front 
members to the effect that the party is in 
danger of getting a public image of being 
just a one issue pressure group — a party 
obsessed with the issue of Coloured 
Immigration. 

I am told that a greater effort should 
be made to “play up” to a _ greater 
degree the large range of other issues which 
comprise the party’s platform — Common 
Market, defence, law and order, finance and 
banking, etc. — in order that the party 
can appeal to a wider section of the public 
at elections. 

In general terms the intention con- 
tained in this argument is not unsound, 
despite the fact that reductio ad absurdam 
version of the theory has been excessively 
canvassed by enemies of the party such as 
Martin Walker of The Guardian and George 
Gale, of L.B.C. Radio, who recently stated 
that the NF would not gain credibility with 
the electorate until it had “dropped its 
racialist policies” and purged from its mem- 
bership Yours Truly. 

While the intention of broadening the 
NF’s image is not unsound, the method 
whereby attempts are made to realise that 
intention in practice must be managed very 
carefully, otherwise the party stands to 
lose, not gain, credibility with the elec- 
torate, and those who miscalculate with 
such experimentations could find them- 
selves, doubtless unfairly, labelled as 
“populists”’. 

Just such an experiment was tried by 
the organisers of a Branch of the NF 
‘somewhere in England”. (I will not mention 
the Organisers or their Branch, as I do not 
feel them to be “populists” and anyway I 
think they have learned, albeit the hard 
way, a very valuable lesson). 

In the recent series of local elections 
they produced an election address for their 
candidates which only mentioned Coloured 
Immigration once, in small print, and then 
only as a side reference in the context of the 
policies of another party in the election. 

Housing, education, social services 
were all issues which were given special 
attention in their election leaflet — and 
quite properly so — but nowhere under 
any of these main headings was Immigration 
referred to. How any party, let alone the 
National Front, can discuss such issues as 
those without making any reference at all 
to the impact of Coloured Immigration is 
beyond my grasp. 

It was also beyond the grasp of all but 


Trouble shooting 


a very tiny percentage of White voters in 
the wards where those leaflets were delivered, 
and thus the results achieved in that area by 
the NF ranged from poor to downright 
abysmal. 

Also, the number of membership 
enquiries to NF Head Office which those 
leaflets produced was vastly less than the 
number of enquiries attracted by election 
leaflets issued by Branches elsewhere. 

Results elsewhere where the election 
leaflets, while not wholly concerned with 
Immigration, stressed the party’s full “Stop 
Immigration, start repatriation” policies, 
ranged from fair to very good indeed — 
including one result of 24 per cent in West 
Bromwich. 

Results in the North of England were 
also very encouraging, and in a Ward by- 
election in Hackney, London, where Immi- 
gration as an issue was stressed, as it has to 
be in that Borough, a 20 per cent result was 
achieved. 

As the authors of the non-Immigration 
election leaflet are sincere hard-working 
officers of the party, and as they have 
learned a valuable lesson, let us refer to their 
experiment no more, much less engage in 
any recriminations. Let us hope that every- 
body in the NF can benefit from their 
experience. 

Let us get it across, to the public in 
general, and to new members of our party 
in particular, that the word “racialist”, if 
defined properly, is not a bad word or a 
word to be afraid of. Racialism is the only 
scientific and logical basis for nationalism — 
and that is what the National Front is, a 
British nationalist party. 

Our objection to Immigration and 
multi-racialism spring not from the fact 
that “there are too many Blacks in Britain”, 
or that the smell of their food or the loud- 
ness of their music in areas where they 
congregate is objectionable. If those kind of 
reasons provided the motivation for our 
policies, then multi-racialists could turn 
round to us and say: 

* “Well, if we cut down the number of 
Immigrants in Britain by half and forbade 
the sale of curry powder and hi-fi amplifiers 
to those that remained, that would solve 
the problem!” 

Our objections to Immigration and 
multi-racialism spring from the fact that as 
nationalists we seek to preserve the identity 
of the British nation. The British nation is 
not merely a defined patch of ground — it is 
the people who live on it and their common 
ancestry, heritage and culture, and their 
awareness that they are a particular people. 
That is what our “racialism” means. 


If the British people are destroyed 
through racial inter-breeding, then the 
British nation will cease to exist. If we 
cannot get that message through to the 
British people, then all of our other policies, 
no matter how important they are in them- 
selves, will be utterly meaningless and 
irrelevant. 


A warm wonderful human being 


“Harold Lever, Chancellor of the 
Duchy of Lancaster and special economic 
adviser to the Prime Minister, is likely to 
receive a coveted new field of influence in 
the post-referendum reshuffle. 

“Mr. Wilson has it in mind to give him 
ultimate responsibility for the Arts, with the 
help of a junior minister to supervise day-to- 
day affairs. It has long been accepted that 
the relationship between the Government 
and the Arts is essentially one of money. 

“Lever, an able financier both in his 
pre-Ministerial years and as Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, would here be in his 
element. He is also a man of civilised tastes 
with the wealth to gratify them.” 

(‘Albany’, Sunday Telegraph, 1/6/71). 

“Harold Lever, Chancellor of the 
Duchy of Lancaster, who has one of the 
most astute minds in the Government, seems 
to be taking a pretty confident view of how 
great the ‘Yes’ vote will be. 

“He has been taking bets with friends 
on the outcome on the basis that he will 
pay for every percentage point under 65 
per cent, if the friend will pay for every 
point the majority is above 65 per cent.” 
(‘Peterborough’, Daily Telegraph, 3/6/75) 

If I had written that kind of thing 
about Harold Lever I don’t doubt that ‘anti- 
Fascist’ buffoons like Paul Rose, M.P., would 
denounce my writings as being “snide. . . 
loaded with sinister innuendo .. .” But as I 
did not, we can only presume that Telegraph 
writers are the snide ones, or that they are 
ludicrous sycophants, that Mr. Lever employs 
an insensitive P.R. consultant. 
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Lively NF 
Referendum 
Campaign 


The National Front conducted a very 
active and energetic campaign against the 
Common Market leading up to the Refer- 
endum on June Sth. This campaign was 
totally ignored by the national media, 
except on those occasions when disorder 
broke out due to the opponents of the NF 
trying to prevent it from speaking. This is 
despite the fact that the NF and its leaders 
have a very much longer and more consis- 
tent record of opposition to the Common 
Market than most of the highly publicised 
anti-Marketeers of the Tory and Labour 
parties. Only in local newspapers were any 
actual anti-Market statements by the NF 
quoted at all. 


GLASGOW 


The NF held its first public meeting in 
Scotland at the Kingston Hall, Glasgow, on 
May 24th. As soon as the meeting was 
announced, local left-wing groups set about 
attempting to stop it taking place. 

After these groups had failed to inti- 
midate the local council into cancelling the 
letting of the hall to the NF, they assembled 
several hundred strong outside the hall on 
the night of the meeting. People attempting 
to enter into the meeting were assaulted and 
in some cases dealt some unpleasant injuries. 
One NF member, Mrs. Ada Hughes, who had 


Scuffle at Oxford 
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travelled up with a party from Lancashire 
to the meeting was attacked and knocked to 
the ground by young left-wing thugs. Mrs. 
Hughes is in her sixties. 

When Mr. Kingsley Read, the main 
speaker, arrived at the meeting, he was 
attacked on his way in, but succeeded in 
getting into the hall. 

Despite the continuing left-wing vio- 
lence, the meeting took place. 

After the meeting Mr. Read and some 
of his colleagues had to be escorted by the 
Police to the station as left-wing mobs con- 
tinued to try to intimidate them as they left 
the hall. ; 

As a result of the disorder 65 left- 
wingers were arrested. 

As is usual, the left-wingers next day 
sent up a mighty howl about ‘police bru- 
tality’, claiming that the police had used 
more than the necessary vigour in dealing 
with the trouble-makers. In fact the police 
were a model of restraint and would have 
been fully justified in using much greater 
force to keep order on the night. 

The riot hit the national press and 
received massive coverage in Scottish 
papers. 


OXFORD 


Similar scenes of violence took place 
at Oxford, where the NF held a meeting at 
the Town Hall on May 12th, with John 
Tyndall and Martin Webster as the main 
speakers. 

On this occasion a solid phalanx of 
about 600-700 reds blocked the entire 
street leading to the hall entrance. Police 
were present in totally inadequate numbers 
and were badly organised. 

Some days before; the NF had got to 


hear of the intended attempt to stop the 
meeting and had organised a coach-load of 
about 50 able-bodied male members, mostly 
young, and led by Robin May, to come from’ 
London to re-inforce the local NF contin- 
gent. This party arrived in the town with 
speaker John Tyndall and made its way to 
the meeting place. 

When it got there a police Superin- 
tendant stopped it and advised Mr. Tyndall 
and Mr. May that it would be unwise to try 
to enter the hall with the frenzied mob 
blocking its way. Mr. Tyndall asked the 
Superintendant in reply whether he meant 
by this that the NF contingent should sur- 
render its right to enter its own meeting and 
return to London. The Superintendant in 
reply shrugged his shoulders. Mr. Tyndall 
then asked him was he ordering the NF 
party not to try to get in or merely advising 
it not to do so. The Superintendant replied 
that he was merely giving advice. Mr. 
Tyndall then turned to the members of the 
contingent and asked them: “are we going 
back home or are we going in?” 

“We’re going in,” was the unamimous 
roar of reply. 

The party then formed together in a 
tight column and charged into the red mob, 
forcing it back twenty or thirty yards, with 
the result that a gangway was cleared 
through which it was possible for most 
people to get into the hall. The meeting pro- 
ceeded with left-wingers remaining outside, 
baying their opposition for another hour or 
so until most of them went off home. 

One or two leaders of left-wing groups 
did, however, speak to the press during the 
evening, whining about the ‘brutal’ way in 
which the NF contingent from London, 


which never at any stage totalled more than 


50, had attacked the left-wing crowd of 
600-700! 


Glasgow: red rioter dragged away by police 


—_— 


REFERENDUM CAMPAIGN (Contd.) 


The Glasgow and Oxford meetings 
were merely the most highly publicised of 
the NF campaign and this because of the 
rioting by opponents. Many other meetings 
and demonstrations went off with little or 


no incident. 


Other meetings took place in Chelsea, 
Chatham, Worthing, Wolverhampton, Maid- 
stone, Harrogate, Gravesend and Bradford 


(publicised in last issue). 


In Bristol a motorcade through the 
city was organised in collaboration with 
other anti-Market groups. Here a feeble 
effort at trouble by left-wingers.was easily 
dealt with by police. The motorcade ended 
in a meeting at-which Martin Webster and 
local speakers Philip Gannaway and Graham 


Manning were on the platform. 


Apart from the speakers mentioned, 
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Andrew Fountaine and Denis Pirie spoke 
frequently during the campaign. 

Apart from these activities, much 
literature distribution took place. The NF 
was well equipped for the campaign, with 
the special anti-Common Market issue of 
Spearhead, an issue of Britain First dealing 
largely with the Market, a small broadsheet 
called Nationalist News and many pamphlets 
and leaflets. Anti-Market posters printed by 
the NF were seen all over the country. 

On occasions NF members engaged in 
heckling at pro-Market meetings, during 
which their excellent training in anti-Market 
argument caused much embarrassment to 
the speakers. They later distributed leaflets 
outside the meetings. 

Where no active NF branches or 
groups existed, individual members assisted 
other anti-Marketeers with their campaigns. 

The NF anti-Market campaign was 
fought with only a tiny fraction of the funds 
available to the more highly publicised 
‘Referendum Campaign’. Nevertheless, it had 
an impact which will remain long after the 
latter has folded up. 


St.George banner competition 


The competition organised by the NF 
Publicity Committee for the best banner 
illustrating St. George fighting the Common 
Market dragon to be seen on the NF’s St. 
George’s Day march in Bradford last April 
has been won by Blackpool Group. The 
Group has been awarded a £5 Nationalist 
Books voucher. Our picture includes (at 
right) Mr. Keith Marsden who designed the 
banner and (at left) Mr. Charles Michaels 
who made the banner poles and stainless 
steel emblems. 


NF CONSTITUTION POLL 


When publishing our unofficial poll on the 
National Front Constitution last month, we stated 
that we would give up to 4 pages space for any 
articles or letters disagreeing with our proposals, 
and that these would be printed in the following 
issue, i.e. this issue. 

As a result of an instruction by the National 
Front Directorate, however, no-one has been per- 
mitted to submit any contrary proposals from an 
official point of view, and we have not to date 
received any such contrary views from any other 
quarter. 

Completed poll forms are still coming 
in, and we- will announce the final figures 
in the next issue. However, we can say that to 
date the forms so far received indicate a majority 
of 96.7 per-cent in favour of all the proposals we 
made, while of the remaining 3.3 per-cent some 
agree with part of the proposals although not all. 


THIS IS A TWO-MONTH ISSUE 


Due to temporary financial difficulties, we 
have had to make this issue a two-month issue, 
covering June and July. 

This has been because of our inability to 
settle our bills-up to date at the normal time at 
which copy is given to the printers. A delay of two 
weeks has been necessary to call monies in from 
our debters, and this has accounted for the delay 
in publication. 

The factors causing these difficulties have 
been stated in our Spearhead Fund appeal. 

The next issue is due to appear at the 
beginning of August. 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!”. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 
The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 20QF, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 
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The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

‘ So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


spent. 
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Frightening 
facts about 
Britain’s debts 


Who rules Britain today? 

The average man, if he did not say that it was the Labour 
Government, might say that it was the trade unions. But whatever 
power the Government or the unions might have it is not the 
foremost power in the land. Governments are subject to regular 
change. Leaders in government will come and go. Unions have 
considerable power, but only within the limits allowed them by 
the economic system. 

The reality is that in our modern Western ‘democratic’ 
society there is a power that stands above the unions and above 
governments. In fact it can make and unmake governments. 

It is the power of the moneylenders. 

It is the moneylender who today shapes the entire econo- 
mic and financial system under which we live. Because he is the 
sole source of all the new money that flows into our economy — 
new money that he issues as banker to the economy as interest- 
bearing debt — he has the economy in the palm of his hand. 

And because politicians and governments can only work 
within the bounds of what is economically possible the money- 
lender controls them completely. 

Just take debts to moneylenders abroad, for an example. It 
is a fact today that Britain is in debt to foreign moneylenders to 
the tune of more than £70 for every man, woman and child. 

And as things are going it won’t be long before the figure 
is well over £100. 

Ever since the last war British governments have sought to 
escape from their problems by running to foreign bankers for 
loans. As a result, they’ve mortgaged the entire future of the Bri- 
tish nation. 

In 1945 we borrowed £1,096 million from the United 
States. Now, after years of repayments, we owe even more 
because of the changed value of the £. 

Now we’re getting hopelessly into debt with the Arab coun- 
tries in just the same way. 

Nowadays, instead of the Government going running 
abroad itself for loans, it has given the green light to other bodies 
in Britain to do so. 

The upshot of this is that. nationalised industries and local 
authorities have been borrowing abroad by the thousands of 
millions. 

And as more nationalisation is brought in this is going to 
increase. The Government does not buy up industries for nothing. 
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Nor can it re-equip them for nothing. 

Nearly all of them are run inefficiently, and therefore pro- 
fits, if any, are nowhere near enough to pay for the necessary 
modernisation. The moneylender, and all too often the foreign 
moneylender, is the one who is asked to help out. 

As for local authorities, the debts now run up by these 
bodies is absolutely appalling. Most of the enormous rate 
increases that are being made everywhere are accounted for by 
the servicing of municipal debts. 

Take the Greater London Council. Virtually all its capital 
spending is now paid for out of borrowed money. At the end of 
March this year its debt was nearly £2 billion. Of its £1 3 billion 
spending this year, £220 million will go in interest payments — in 
other words, nearly 20 per-cent. 

And the Council has estimated that it needs to raise £400 
million this year by more borrowing. This is only going to send 
the annual servicing charges up further. The ratepayer of course 
will foot the bill. 

Quite apart from the financial burden of all these col- 
lossal debts — to national government, to local government, to 
industry (private and state-owned), there is the additional burden 
that they do not enable the borrower to be master in his own 
house. He who pays the piper calls the tune, and today it is the 
great international banking houses who call the tune to which 
Britain has to dance. We have no effective freedom of decision of 
our own. We are the moneylenders’ puppets. 

Is there any way out of this slavery? Yes, there is. But only 
by a complete revolution in our way of running our financial 
affairs. 

Remember, most of the money that is borrowed is money 
that did not exist prior to its being lent. It is money passed over 
to the borrower by cheque on the credit of the lender. It is 
created money. ; 

If instead the Government created every year, not as an 
interest-bearing loan but as a free gift to the economy, an amount 
of money calculated according to the increase in the G.N.P., the 
massive burden of debt on the nation would gradually decrease 
and would eventually be eliminated. 

It is the fact that, under our present system, money already 
borrowed can only be repaid by continually borrowing more 
money that makes it impossible to escape from the money- 
lenders’ grasp. 
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